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But, by Contending for the plain meaning of
Genesis i, as it stands out upon the face of the
record, there is no necessity for getting into such a
dilemma. In the matter of instruction, geologists
not only give "the facts of the science," but the
theory as well, which is founded upon the assump-
tion of Mr. Lyell, that the same causes which are
now operating on our globe have always operated
in the same manner and measure as they do now.
This is a pure assumption, destitute of all proof
from the strata themselves, contrary to the evi-
dence of thousands of extinct volcanoes, and ad-
vanced only for the purpose of sustaining the
theory of the vast age of the earth. Whoever
teaches this, as a well-ascertained fact, teaches a
great error, and may make up his mind that he
cannot induce any respectable student to accept
it as compatible with the inspired historical record
of the Bible, whose words clearly mean the exact
ideas necessarily created by their native significa-
tion in a plain narrative of facts. Mr. Lyell was
one of those able infidel geologists who "are
quite willing to have such a discrepancy made
out," and, no doubt, they who adopt his assump-
tion as a " principle/' will find it impossible to go
against his conclusions. Christian geologists, by
avowing that the words of Moses will not bear
any other than the literal interpretation, so far
from gratifying infidel geologists, would confound
them simply by requiring proof instead of assump-
tion, that the book of nature contradicts the
written book of God. But by contending that;
Moses* words admit of a construction consistent